CONCORDIA UNIVERSITY 
Fine Arts Faculty Council 
Friday, March 6, 1987 


PRESENT: R.J. Parker, Chair; K. Adams; I. Sendek; C. MacKenzie; M. 
Falsetto; E.J. Sacca; L. Lacroix; J. Levitin; M. Dewes; K. Tweedie; W. Krol; 
G. Gross; S. Panet-Raymond; S. Paikowsky; A. Herman; F. Mulvey; I. Whittome; 
B. Wainwright; R. Gomez; E. Mongerson; R. Miller; K. Raudsepp; J. Huh; S. 
Bryan; N. des Ormeaux; J. Turner; A. Adams; B. Spanos 


Absent with Apologies; P. Landsley; D. Pariser; C. Mullen 


1. Approval of the Minutes of February 6, 1987 


The minutes were unavailable for approval. 


2. Chair's Remarks 


Dean Parker introduced Janice Turner, Part-time faculty 
representative. She is the second representative from the Visual Arts area 
elected as a result of the recent changes to the composition of Council. 
The seating of J. Turner was then ratified by Council members. 


Parker then noted, for the information of Council, that University 
Senate was presently debating the issue of part-time representation on 
Senate. Difficulties centered around the fact that part-time faculty 
members play differing roles within each Faculty of the University. The 
type of representation on Senate must still be discussed and decisions taken 
in the best interest of part-time faculty members and the individual 
Facultv's of the University. 


3. Question Period 
There were no questions from the floor. 
4. University Scholarship Committee 


MOTION: (Paikowsky, Falsetto) ‘moved the acceptance of Andy Dutkewych as 
Fine Arts representative on the University Scholarship Committee" 


CARRIED 


D5 Ad Hoc Awards Committee 


Assistant Dean Falsetto presented Council with the recommendations 
of the Ad Hoc Committee on Awards as follows; 


"- Alfred Pinsky Medal will be awarded to the most ‘outstanding! student in 


Fine Arts. A Committee of Faculty Council will be formed for the purpose 
of selecting the medal winner. The Committee will be made up of the 
following: 3 faculty members (1 each from Visual, Performing and Academic) 


Dean or Dean's representative and one student. 


- The Committee would select the Pinsky Medal winner from the names 
submitted by the Departments of the departmental prize winner which will go 
to the most outstanding student in the department. One member of the 
department will make a presentation to the Committee regarding their 
departmental prize winner. 


Criteria for Awarding Pinsky Medal 


The following characteristics will be considered by the Committee in 
arriving at its decision: 
1) GPA 
2) Significant achievement of technique and demonstrated 
creativity within discipline 
3) Knowledgability of the field 
4) Extracurricular activity in the field 


The selection committee will be asked to refine this list of criteria and 
through experience develop other means of evaluation. 


- The Awards Committee felt that the decision of the selection committee 
should be binding on Council and not open for debate and that the name would 
be submitted to Council for ratification. 


- Notwithstanding the changes in the criteria for the Pinsky Medal, the 
Awards Committee acknowledges that the student in Fine Arts with the highest 
GPA would still be considered the Faculty's candidate for the Governor 
General's Medal." 


Motion: (Falsetto, Sacca) "moved that Council approve the recommendations of 
the Ad Hoc Awards Committee" 


Lacroix ‘requested clarification on the use of the term ‘achievement in 
technique’. Falsetto replied that within the studio areas a certain amount 
of technical skill is to be expected. 


Paikowsky noted that the use of the word "technique" in the present context 
was inappropriate since there are many technically great people whose art 
content is meaningless and useless. She noted that the notion of someone 
being able to work within their medium was going to be acknowledged by the 
committee and was inherent in the use of the work "creativity". In addition 
the use of 'technique' leaves out the academic areas of the faculty. She 
suggested that "significant achievement in creativity within the discipline" 
be substituted. 


Falsetto explained that the use of the word "technique' was there for those 
disciplines wishing to use it. Paikowsky felt that since the medal was open 
to everyone within the Faculty that 'technique' may not be considered to be 
a criteria in some of the non-visual and performing arts areas. 


Gross suggested the use of the words "significant artistic achievement! 
would be equally applicable to both the visual and performing arts fields. 
"Ability within the discipline" could then apply as a criteria within the 
academic disciplines. He requested that the term 'technique' be removed 
because it was contentious and requested that the word "knowledgability" be 
changed to "knowledge". 


Falsetto suggested that criteria number two be amended to read "significant 
artistic achievement and demonstrated creativity within the discipline". 


Gross suggested changing the word "achievement" to "ability" since the use 
of artistic implied creativity. He also noted that number four, 
extracurricular activity in the field could penalize students in Theatre 
since students are requested not to participate in outside activities while 
pursuing their programme. 


MacKenzie agreed that the use of the word artistic implied creativity and 
suggested the following amendment; 

"2) Significant creative achievement and demonstrated ability within 
the discipline" 


Levitin suggested the words "where applicable" could be added to criteria 
number four. This would deal with the issue raised by Gerry Gross. 


Adams explained that problems around the issue of identifying criteria has 
always existed and that the debate over the question of selecting a winner 
can go for hours because of the different disciplines. The present 
structure, of using the GPA was instituted for just that reason. If Council 
could agree to the recommendation that the decision of the Awards Committee 
was final then this debate will be limited to the five members of the 
Committee and time constraints. Council would then only ratify the 
recommendation of the Awards Committee. 


In addition, Falsetto clarified the following points; that the members of 
the Awards Committee could be selected from among full-time faculty members 
who need not be members of Council; that candidates for the award will be 
selected from among the names submitted from the Registrar's Office and that 
a Departmental representative can speak to the Committee members on behalf 
of their choice of candidate. 


On the criteria, he clarified the following amendments; 
1) GPA 
2) Significant creative achievement and demonstrated 
ability within the discipline 
3) Knowledge of the field 
4) Extracurricular activities in the field, where 
applicable 


The question was called and CARRIED, as amended 


6. Computor Resources Committee 


Parker explained that Steering Committee of Senate requested Faculty 
Council's consideration of a report from the Computer Science Sub-Committee. 
This Report contained three recommendations, one a proposal for the 
formation of a faculty computer coordinating committee; the second that the 
computer science subcommittee be dissolved and replaced by a computer policy 
committee and, three, that a member of the computer science department sit 
on the Academic Programmes Committee. 


After some deliberation, Council passed the following motions; 
1. With respect to the formation of a Faculty Computer Committee: 


MOTION: (Sacca, Gross) "moved that it is Fine Arts Faculty's responsibility 
to make decisions regarding the internal structure of the Faculty" 


CARRIED 


2. With respect to the membership of the Academic Programmes 
Committee: 


MOTION: (Falsetto, Gross) "moved that the Department of Computer Science 
should not have a special representative on the Academic Programmes 
Committee" 


CARRIED, one abstention 


It was noted that since meetings of this Committee are open, that a 
member of the Computer Science Department could attend. 


3. With respect to the recommendation that the Computer Science 
Subcommittee be dissovled and replaced by a Computer Policy Committee- 


A great deal of dissatisfaction was expressed by several members of 
Council over the lack of background information made available to Council 
regarding this recommendation. Members wished to be better informed about 
the concerns that prompted this recommendation and noted that no rationale 
had been provided within which Council could deliberate with some degree of 
confidence. 


Council then requested that an invitation be extended to a 
representative from the Office of the Vice-Rector, Academic (Chair, Academic 
Programmes Committee), to come and speak to Council regarding this matter. 


qi Other Business 


Falsetto introduced Bill Spanos who reported on the recent Faculty 
Open House. Attendance for the day totalled 500, 50 at Loyola and 450 at 
Sir George. Feedback from the departments has been positive about the event 
and in particular around the activities coordinated by several departments. 


Adjournment 
M. Duval 
March, 1987 


